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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-3,5,7,9-11,13-16,19-21 and 23-35 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 23 recites the limitation "a parallel database system" and "starting 
database software components" in lines 2 and 3 respectively. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

For the purpose of this office action the examiner would assume that the phrases "a 
parallel database system" and "starting database software components" mean "a 
parallel system" and "starting software components" respectively. 

5. Claim 24 recites the limitation "the database software components" and "process 
database queries" in lines 1 and 2 respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 
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For the purpose of this office action the examiner would assume that the phrases "the 
database software components" and "process database queries" mean "the software 
components" and "process queries" respectively. 

6. Claim 24 recites the limitation "the database software components" in line 1 . 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
For the purpose of this office action the examiner would assume that the phrase "the 
database software components" means "the software components". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



8. Claims 1-3,5,7,9-11 and 23-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0112150 A1 to Lawing et al. 

9. As to claim 1 , Lawing teaches a method of controlling software components in a 
processing system having plural nodes (figure 1 page 2 paragraph 0021), comprising: 
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receiving a request to start the processing system (Login Screen 32 page 3 paragraph 
0024), launching a start routine in a first one of the nodes in response to the request 
(Login Routine 20 page 3 paragraph 0024), the start routine causing a service to be 
invoked in each of the nodes (Startup Routine 22 page 3 paragraph 0024), determining 
one or more selected software components to start in each node (figure 3 page 3 0025 
- 0027) and the services starting the selected software components in the respective 
nodes of the processing system (figure 3 page 3 paragraph 0025, figure 4 page 
paragraph 0030). 

10. As to claim 2, Lawing teaches the method of claim 1, wherein causing the 
services to be invoked comprises causing WINDOWS services to be invoked ((figure 3 
page 3 paragraph 0025/0026, figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 

11. As to claim 3, Lawing teaches the method of claim 2, further comprising invoking 
the services with a WINDOWS service control manager module (figure 4 page 3 
paragraph 0030). 

12. As to claim 5, Lawing the method of claim 1 , wherein starting the selected 
software components comprises starting software components defined as WINDOWS 
services ("...launch manager values..." page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 
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1 3. As to claim 7, Lawing teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising running 
an instance of a manager module in each node, the instance of the manger module in 
each node responsive to the start routine to invoke the services (figure 4 page 3 
paragraph 0030). 

14. As to claim 9, Lawing teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the first one of the 
nodes is a master node, wherein launching the start routine is performed in the master 
node (Network Host 12 page 2 paragraph 0022). 

15. As to claim 10, Lawing teaches the method of claim 7, further comprising the 
start routine communicating requests to manager module instances in the nodes to start 
corresponding services ("...login..." page 2 paragraph 0020). 

1 6. As to claim 1 1 , Lawing teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein invoking causing 
the services to be invoked comprises causing one service to be invoked for each 
software component (Step 38 page 3 paragraph 0024). 

17. As to claim 23, Lawing teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein starting, the 
selected software components comprises starting software components (figure 4 page 3 
paragraph 0030). 
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Although Lawing is does not explicitly teach the processing system comprising a parallel 
system, but by teaching Windows operating system parallel system is inherently 
obtainable. 

18. As to claim 24, Lawing teaches the method of claim 23, wherein starting the 
software components comprises starting a query coordinator in each node to process 
queries (figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030). 

19. As to claim 25, Lawing teaches the method of claim 24, wherein starting the 
software components comprises starting a data server in each node to control access of 
data in storage (Pulse Tool 222 page 5 paragraph 0046, Control Tool 226 page 6 
paragraph 0049). 

20. As to claim 26, Lawing teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising each 
service monitoring a status of a corresponding software component (figure 4 page 3 
paragraph 0030) and to enable a monitoring Module to monitor statuses of the database 
software components in the nodes (page 4 paragraph 0035). 

21 . As to claim 27, Lawing teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising each 
service monitoring for termination of a corresponding software component ("...urgent..." 
page 4 paragraph 0038). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

22. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

23. Claims 13-16,19-21 and 28-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,948,101 to David et al in view of U.S. Pub. No. 
2002/01121150 A1. to Lawing et al. 

24. As to claim 13, David teaches a database system comprising: a plurality of nodes 
(figure 3 Col. 4 Ln. 5 - 31 , software components executable in corresponding nodes, 
the software components comprising a query coordinator in each node to process 
database queries (OMCLBSVR 31 Col. 4 Ln. 61 - 67, Col. 5 Ln. 1 - 54). 

David is silent with reference to a manager module executable in the database system 
to invoke services to control starting the software components and a start procedure 
executable in a first one of the nodes to invoke the services in respective nodes through 
the manager module. 

Lawing teaches a manager module executable in the database system to invoke 
services to control starting the software components (figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030) 
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and a start procedure executable in a first one of the nodes to invoke the services in 
respective nodes through the manager module (figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030). It 
would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One 
would have been motivated to make such a modification to allow for launch manager 
values (page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 

25. As to claim 14, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 13, 
wherein the manager module comprises plural instances executable on corresponding 
nodes. 

Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the manager module 
comprises plural instances executable on corresponding nodes (figure 1 page 2 
paragraph 0023). It would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the 
system of David. One would have been motivated to make such a modification to allow 
for launch manager values (page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 

26. As to claim 1 5, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 1 3, 
wherein the manager module comprises a WINDOWS service control manager. 
Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the manager module 
comprises a WINDOWS service control manager (figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030). It 
would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One 
would have been motivated to make such a modification to allow for launch manager 
values (page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 
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27. As to claim 16, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 13, 
wherein the services comprise WINDOWS services. 

Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the services comprise 
WINDOWS services ("...launch manger values..." page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). It 
would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One 
would have been motivated to make such a modification to allow for launch manager 
values (page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 

28. As to claim 19, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 13, 
wherein the start procedure comprises a start service and a program invokable by the 
start service. 

Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the start procedure 
comprises a start service and a program invokable by the start service (Step 38 page 3 
paragraph 0024, "...DESKMAN..." page 3 paragraph 0032). It would have been obvious 
to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One would have been motivated 
to make such a modification to make network client available for use (page 3 paragraph 
0024). 

29. As to claim 20, David teaches a database system comprising: a plurality of nodes 
(figure 3 Col. 4 Ln. 5 - 32), database software components executable in corresponding 
nodes (OMCLBSVR 31 Col. 4 Ln. 61 - 67, Col. 5 Ln. 1 - 54). 
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David is silent with reference to a manager module executable to control the database 
software components in the plural nodes and to enable a monitoring Module to monitor 
statuses of the database software components in the nodes. 
Lawing teaches a manager module executable to control the database software 
components in the plural nodes (figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030) and to enable a 
monitoring Module to monitor statuses of the database software components in the 
nodes (page 4 paragraph 0035). It would have been obvious to apply the teaching of 
Lawing to the system of David. One would have been motivated to make such 
modification to obtain a desired configuration (page 4 paragraph 0035). 

30. As to claim 21 , David teaches an article comprising one or more machine 
readable storage media containing instructions that when executed cause a database 
system having plural nodes to (figure 3 Col. 4 Ln. 5 - 32): receive a command to start 
database software components in the plural nodes (figure 4-6 Col. 4 Ln. 32 - 67), and 
launch a start routine in a first one of the nodes in response to the command (Step 125 
Col. 4 Ln. 47 -67) 

David is silent with reference to issuing requests, from the start routine, to respective 
nodes; an in response to the requests, invoke services in respective nodes to start to 
database software components. 

Lawing teaches to issuing requests, from the start routine, to respective nodes; an in 
response to the requests, invoke services in respective nodes to start to database 
software components (Step 120-136 page 3 paragraph 0030). It would have been 
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obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One would have been 
motivated to make such modification in order to determine the type of Windows 
operating system (page 3 paragraph 0030). 

31 . As to claim 28, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 13, 
further comprising a storage, wherein the software components further comprise a data 
server in each node to control access to data in the storage. 

Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, further comprising storage, wherein 
the software components further comprise a data server in each node to control access 
to data in the storage (Control Tool 226 page 6 paragraph 0049). It would have been 
obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One would have been 
motivated to make such a modification so that new configurations could be tested (page 
3 paragraph 0049). 

32. As to claim 29, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 13, 
wherein each service is adapted to monitor for termination of a corresponding query 
coordinator. 

Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein each service is adapted to 
monitor for termination of a corresponding query coordinator (Text 224 page 5 
paragraph 0048). It would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the 
system of David. One would have been motivated to make such a modification in order 
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to stop the configuration routine from installing a particular program (page 5 paragraph 
0048). 

33. As to claim 30, David is silent with reference to the database system of claim 13, 
wherein the start procedure is adapted to be invoked in response to a request to start a 
database application. 

Lawing teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the start procedure is 
adapted to be invoked in response to a request to start a database application (figure 4 
0030). It would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of 
David. One would have been motivated to make such a modification to allow for launch 
manager values (page 3 paragraph 0030 - 0032). 

34. As to claim 31 , David is silent with reference to the article of claim 21 , wherein 
starting the database software components comprise starting a query coordinator to 
process database queries and a data server to control access of data in storage in each 
node. 

Lawing teaches the article of claim 21 , wherein starting the database software 
components comprise starting a query coordinator to process database queries and a 
data server to control access of data in storage in each node (Control Tool 226 page 6 
paragraph 0049). It would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the 
system of David. One would have been motivated to make such a modification so that 
new configurations could be tested (page 3 paragraph 0049). 
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35. As to claim 32, Daivd is silent with reference to the article of claim 21 , wherein 
the instructions when executed cause the database system to cause each service to 
monitor for termination of a corresponding database software component. 

Lawing teaches the article of claim 21 , wherein the instructions when executed cause 
the database system to cause each service to monitor for termination of a 
corresponding database software component ("...urgrent..." page 4 paragraph 0038). It 
would have been obvious to apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One 
would have been motivated to make such a modification in order to inform a user of 
unplanned outages (page 4 paragraph 0038). 

36. As to claim 33, David teaches a database system comprising: a plurality of nodes 
(figure 3 Col. 5 - 32), database software components executable in corresponding 
nodes (OMCLBSVR 31 Col. 4 Ln. 61 - 67). 

David is silent with reference to a start procedure executable in a first one of the nodes 
to invoke services nodes in respective nodes and wherein the services are executable 
to start the database software components. 

Lawing teaches a start procedure executable in a first one of the nodes to invoke the 
services in respective nodes and the services are executable to start the database 
software components figure 4 page 3 paragraph 0030). It would have been obvious to 
apply the teaching of Lawing to the system of David. One would have been motivated to 
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make such a modification to allow for launch manager values (page 3 paragraph 0030 - 
0032). 

37. As to claim 34, David teaches the database system of claim 33, further 
comprising a storage, wherein the database software components comprise a query 
coordinator in each node to process database queries, and a data server in each node 
to control access of the storage (OMCLBSVR 31 Col. 4 Ln. 32 - 67). 

38. As to claim 35, David teaches the database system of claim 34, wherein one 
service is invoked in each node for each database software component in the node 
(". . .Letterbugs. . Col. 4 Ln. 1 6 - 21 ). 

Conclusion 

39. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,421,77 B1 to Pierre-Louis et al. 

40. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles E Anya whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
341 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-6:00) First Friday off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Charles E Anya 
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